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House Republicans voted to end 
49 years of national social policy yes- 
terday by repealing the National 
School Lunch Act and tinning over 
the money to the states to establish 
school food programs of their own. 

!i Overriding the concerns of Presi- 
dent Clinton and the departments of 
Agriculture and Health and H uman 
Services, the House Economic and 
Educational Opportunities Commit- 
tee sent the measure to the full 
House as part of a broad effort to 
change the nation’s welfare system. 
If the House and Senate pass the 
measure and President Clinton signs 
S’, the change would take effect in 
October, at the start of fiscal 1996. 

“I am convinced that under this 
bill states will have more money to 
spend on school lunches because we 
'fihve cut unnecessary audits and pa- 
perwork,” said Committee Chairman 
William F. Goodling (R-Pa.). “The 
states are closer to the needs of the 
people. They will be totally in 
charge.” 

But Ellen Haas, assistant agricul- 
ture secretary for food and consum- 
er services, said the replacement of 
the national school lunch program 
with 50 state programs will “reverse 
the tremendous nutritional advances 
that have occurred over the past 50 
years.” 

Rep. George Miller (D-Calif.) 
blasted the committee’s action, 
which turned over to the states not 
only the school lunch programs but 
also smaller breakfast, child care and 
summer feeding programs as well as 
.the nutrition program for pregnant 
women, infants and children. Miller 
said the action will shortchange 
needy children when states run out 
fit money to continue the programs 
at their current level. 

Committee Republicans count- 
ered that the programs are being in- 


creased, not cut. The block grant for 
Schools would increase from $6.78 
bjllion next year to $7.8 billion in 
gOOO. Democrats claim this is less 
than the Congressional Budget Qf- 
fice says would be necessary to keep 
up the current levels of service giv- 
en projected increases in population 
and need. 


“I resent the bizarre characteriza- 
tion of this debate,” said House Ma- 
jority Leader Richard K. Armey (R- 
Tex.). “No one is repealing school 
lunches; they are not even being cut. 
These are scare tactics of Demo- 
crats . . . who are so devoid of ideas 
. . . they have nothing to offer but 
fear itself.” 

The bill, which passed on a 23 to 
17 party-line vote, would simply al- 
low “child nutrition decisions to be 
made closer to home,” Armey said. 

The vociferous debate capped two 
days of committee warfare over ef- 
forts to turn the school and Women, 
Infants and Children (WIC) feeding 
programs into two block grants. Nu- 
merous child care programs would 
be financed by a third block grant, 
whose funds would be frozen for five 
years. All three block grants are 
contained in a Welfare Reform Con- 
solidation Act of 1995 that its propo- 
nents hope to combine with other 
welfare reform measures. 

Democrats failed to win support 
for an amendment that would have 
required states to engage in compet- 
itive bidding for infant formula under 
the WIC program. Current law re- 
quires such bidding, which the De- 
partment of Agriculture said saved 
the program $1 billion in 1994. 

“The only winners from this un- 
fortunate action are the big infant- 
formula companies,” said Robert 
Greenstein, director of the Center 
on Budget and Policy Priorities, a 
liberal group. 

The Democrats also failed to kill 
provisions that would allow states to 
transfer 20 percent of the money 
. from one welfare block grant to an- 
other. Rep. Patsy T. Mink (D-Ha- 
waii) expressed concern that the 
states would use the transfers to 
provide less child care or fewer 
school lunches if finances became 
tight. 

Democrats attempted to embar- 
rass the Republicans by forcing 
them to vote unanimously against 
the original welfare provisions of the 
GOP “Contract With America,” in- 
troduced as a substitute for the less- 
stringent bill passed by the commit- 
tee yesterday. 

The Democrats failed to strength- 
en provisions, that would establish 
voluntary nutritional standards that 
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for 40 cents or less, to needy 
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the states could choose to follow in 
the school lunch and WIC programs, 
to set aside special funds for helping 
states cope with “boarder babies” 
and to establish some mechanism for 
giving states more money in times of 
recession or natural disaster that in- 
crease the number of applicants for 
food programs. 

“Is there anybody on this commit* 
tee who doesn’t think that if states 
run out of money for school lunches 
we won’t pass a supplemental bill to 
feed children?” asked Rep. Steve 
Gunderson (R-Wis.). 

The -school lunch program has 
long enjoyed bipartisan support. Es- 
tablished in 1946 as a “national secu- 
rity” measure, the program reflected 
national concerns over the number 
of recruits that were shown in Selec- 
tive Service physicals to have health 
problems related to nutrition. 

The program has been a “great 
success,” Michigan Gov. John Engler 
(R) said in a telephone interview. . 
“But it can be improved. It is uncoor- 
dinated with WIC and with food, 
stamps, and the federal government . , 
has been guilty of micromanage- 
ment.” 


